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B. GENERAL INSPECTION FINDINGS

1. Ag pan of I%s coomprehenslve sife Ingpection, il you inspoct at potentlal pollulant sources, including aréas where Indusirial acliwly may be expased 1o stormwaltes?
YES N

11 NO, describa why not:

NOTE: Campiate Section C of this form for oach industsial sctivily srea inspected and inchided in your SWPPP or as newly identified in 8.2 or B.3 beiowy where poilutants
mdy bd exposed (o stoymwater.

2. D% this inspection Ideniify any starmwater or aon-siormwater oullalls not previously identified in your SWPPP? [ YES ¥ o

i YES, for each locafion, desciibe the sources of those slormwater and non-stomwaler discharges and any assaciated control measures in place




NPDES Permit Tracking No:
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A
3 034 this inspection identity any sources of starmivater of non-sioanwater discharges nof previously idenfified in your SWPPP? [ YES [ O

IFYES, destribe these sources of stonmwalor o non-sicrmwater poliulanis expected o be prasent in these discharges, and any control measures in place:

X
4. Did yous review stonmwater manltoring data s pan of tds nsgection fo kentily poleniial paliutant hot spots? (O YES OnNo DNA no moniloring perfarmed

It YES, summarize the findings ol thal review and descdbe any addaional Inspeclicn activities resulting from this review

The PIF Trommel Area may have a major influence on the stormwater quality. A runoff sample from this

area was obtained on 9/16/2010 and will be compared to the outfall and other drainage areas. Results
will not be available until around October 11, 2010.

5. Dosaihe any ovkiance of pothdants entaring the drpinage System or discharging [0 surface walers, and the conditian of and around outialls, inchiding tiow
ctissipation monsures 1o preven) scowring:

The discharge pipe feeds a rocky swale — no evidence of erosion or scouring.

6. Have you taken or do'you plan to take any corective actions, as specilied in Part 3 of tho pormit, since your lnst dnniat teport submission (or sinca you recelved

aulhartZation to discharge under this psmit H this fs your lirst annual report), mehuding any corroctive aclions identilied as A resull of this annisal somprehensiva sita
Inspéction?

hYES OnNO

I YES, how many condiions requiring review for corrocion acton as
specitied In Parts 3.9 and 3.2 were atdrassad by thase corrective actions? | I 1 ,

NOTE: Complels tha attached Caorraciive Action Form {Soclion:D) for each ondilion inenditiad, mmymy conaltions klentfied as’a restst of this corprehensive
stormivater inspoction.
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C. INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY AREA SPECIFIC FINDINGS

Complote one block for each Industrist sctivily area where pollulants moy be expased to stormwater. Copy this pege lor addittonat Industrial activily areas.

In reviewing each area, you shouki consider:
»  inmushiat matenals, rasigue, or krash that may have or could come Into conlect with sformwater;
»  Leaks or spills from Industrial equipment, drums, 1anks, and other caniaingrs;
e OfisAe tracking of mdustrial or waste matediats from araas ot no exposure to exposed aroas, and
»__ Tmeking o btowlng of ra, lindl, or waste matedials from areas of no exposure to exposed areas.

INDUSTRIM. ACT NITY AREA
1. Brlel Description:

Entire metals recycling facility

2, Ate any conlrol mpasures in nedd of maintenainge or repdlr? O ves b NO
3. Havé any conirol measutes faliod and raquire repiacement? Oves XIno
4, Ato any additional/revisod conirol moasures necessary in this aroa? MYes 0Owo

il YES lo any of these three questions, provide a description ol tho problony: (Any nocessary comeclive ackions should be described on the ettached
Cortreclive Action Form)

Benchmark exceedence

INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY AREA
1. Briel Descriplion:

2 Asa any conirol measures in reed of mainlenance or répair? Oves OO
3. Have any control measires (a3ad and require replacement? Oves DONO
4. Are pny addilicnalirevised ¢ necessary In ts area? Oves QOw«o

1t YES to any of these thine questions, provide 8 description of tha prablam: (Any necessary corrective actlons should be descrbed on the aflached
Coractive Aclion Form)

INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY AREA

Briet Description:

2. Ara any conlrol moasures in nood of maintenance of repalr? OYeES ONO
3. Have any conirol measures failed and require roplacement? Oves Ono
4. Ase any additonalirevisod BMPS nocéssaly in this aces? gves ONO

IFYES to any 6f those three questons, provise a description of the problam:. (Any ngcessary conective actions should be described on the altached
Corrective Action Form)
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D. CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

Complele this page for esch specitic condition requiring a corrective aclion or & review defermining Ihat no corrective aclion i3 neaded. Copy ihis
pege for addilional corvective aclions or réviews.

tnciude both corrective acilons that have been inftisled or compleled singe the iast annual repon, and futuire comective aclions neadad 1o addross problems
Ideniitied in this comprehensive stormwater Inspaction, Include n updalo on any oulslanding ¢orrective actions thal had nol boon completed at the time ol your
previous annual ropor,

1. Correclive Action # l |1| ol | lll tor this reporing pariod

2. 15 inls corroctive aclion:
01 An update an a correciive action fram & previous annual report, of
XA new carrective actian?
3. Idontify the condhion{s) tiggering the need (o this review:
[ Unaulnarized reteasa or diacharge
[ Numenc effiuent imilstion exceadance
{1 Control measures Inadequate to meet applicatia water qualily standards.
{7 Controt measiires inedaquate to meet noa-numeric efftuant limllations
[ Contro) moasures not praperty operated of mainiaingd
{1 Change In tasilily opsiations necossitated change in 0

[N Averags banchmark vahue exceedance
[ Other (describe):
4. Brletly describe the nature of the probtem Identlliad:

Benchmark exceedence

6. Dalo problom identiiiod: MZI { IQI_Z] l|2|011 E |

8. How problam was identllied:
T Comprehsnsivo site nspoction
{0 Quarterly visual assessmoni
€ Routne focility inspoction
4 Benchmark nlonitofing
[ Notilication by EPA ¢r State or local auiharities
] Othar {dascribe): _

7. Desixiption ol corroctivo action(s) 1sken or to be Laien lo eBmaate of lurhes Investigats tha prablem (8.9.. descnbe modilications or tepairs to control
measufes, analysos 1o bo conducied, 0.} of it no madificallons ate needed, basia for that delermination:

See attached Quarterly Stormwater Benchmark Monitoring Report

8. Didiwill thes corrective aclion require moadification of your SWPPP? [ YES 4 no
9. Date comective action infiisted: IO |7| ! l_]_'|_7_l ! |2 | OIOIQI

10,Date corection action completed: U__IIU_M I | | lm;‘“’“ |__|__|l|__|_]l| l | | l

11,1 comrective aciion nétyet completed, provide te siajus of correciive action a1 the time o) the comprehnsive $ite inspection ang descrbe any remaining steps
{inciuding timaframes associziod with ¢ach $1ep) necagsary 1o complets corrective action:

Bin covers will be added over time. A covered bin for PIF is scheduled for construction in late 2010.
A Hydrokleen catch basin insert was installed in May 2010 and upstream/downstream samples werq
obtained on 9/16/2010 in order to evaluate this insert.
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E. ANNUAL REPORT CERTIFICATION
1. Compiance Certilication

Do you certily litat your annuat inspection hag mat the requfgmenls of Paat 4.2 ot the permit, and that, basad upon the rasulls of this Inspaction, 10 the best of
your knawiedge, you sre In compiiance with the permit? YES [ONO

1t NO, summarize why you asa.not in compiiance wiih the permit:

2, Annuat Report Centfication

| certity under penalty ol law that this document and a8 attachments were prepared undor hy direction o7 suporvision In acoordance with a sysien designed fo
assiira that quatfied persannel praperly gathered and evaiuated the information submiited. Basad on my Ingury of the person or parsons wha managd the
systom, or those persans direclly responsibie for gathering the informatian, the infarmation submitied Is., 4o the best of my knovdadge and betlel, frue, accurate,
and complete. | 'am aware that there are significant penallies for submiiting talso Information, inclifing the possibdlty of tine and Imprisonment for kaowing
vioiations.

Pmeatame’ v (S|l Vels] [Fajul [stelt e [ | | (|| v r]-| JEinfeli{ieer] | | | 1] ]]]

Signature A = Dste Signod: q {20 l 2010




Stormwater Benchark Monitoring Report for
6/9/2010 Stormwater Sample

wTe Recycling, Inc.

The MSGP requires a corrective action report (1) if the average of four quarterly sampling results
exceeds an applicable benchmark, or (2) if fewer than four benchmark samples have been taken and the
results are such that an exceedence of the four quarter average is mathematically certain. The
corrective action report consists of documenting the discovery within 24 hours of making the discovery,
and documenting the corrective action taken or to be taken within 14 days of making the discovery.

Sample Date: June 9, 2010

Sample Analysis Received: Submitted by EAl on June 23, 2010, received by CNF July 2, 2010

Documentation of Discovery of Conditions Requiring a Corrective Action Report: July 2, 2010
Documentation of Response to Discovery: July 2, 2010

Sample Anaylsis Results Electronically Submitted to EPA: July 2, 2010

Documentation of Discovery

1. The stormwater analysis results for the samples taken on June 10, 2010 were faxed to wTe
Corporation by EAI Analytical Labs on June 23, 2010. They were not reviewed by wTe
Corporation until July 2, 2010 (engineer out of office).

2. The results exceeded the benchmarks for all parameters except TSS and Aluminum.

This was identified on July 2, 2010.

Response to Discovery

1. Corrective action taken or to be taken -
a. Evaluate the effectiveness of the Hydrokleen catch basin insert.
b. Install a cover over the storage area between the covered bunkers and the PIF Trommel
Building. The engineering design has been completed. Waiting for construction drawings.
c. wTe engineering is considering other long term structural BMPs.
2. Date corrective action initiated —
a. Stormwater runoff samples will be collected at the next appropriate storm event. Both pre
and post filter samples will be obtained for analysis.
b. This corrective action was initiated earlier in 2010.
c. Investigation was initiated in June, 2010.
3. Date corrective action completed or expected to be completed —
a. Within three weeks after sampling.
b. January 1, 2011
¢. Cannot estimate this at this time.
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STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN
ANNUAL COMPREHENSIVE SITE COMPLIANCE EVALUATION

Instructions: The comprehensive site compliance evaluation is required to inspect and asgess

the effectiveness of the SWPPP. _

1. This inspection must be conducted annually by one or more qualified employees or
designated representatives that are knowledgeable of the Facility’s industrial activity and
SWPPP requirements.

2. Inspect the facility using the Quarterly Inspection Checklist, particularly focusing on the

exposed materials, structural controls, BMPs, housekeeping, spill prevention, and the area

immediately downstream of the Facility’s outfall(s).

Thoroughly review all records required as part of the Permit and SWPPP.

Complete this report and attach a narrative discussion of the compliance with the SWPPP.

- Provide remedy for any SWPPP non-compliance discovered and update the SWPPP as

required.

6. Keep the report with the SWPPP.

o

Part | — General Information

Facility: wTe Recycling

Site Compliance : 8 )

Evaluation Date: 08/09/10 Site Inspe¢tion Date; | 08/09/10
Inspector Name(s) and

Title: J. Claiborne Thornton III, P. E.

Tnspector Signature: ‘ //7 é_ﬁ'ﬁ éz 64 E—‘Z m S

Facility Representative: 6 Ed Wrisley
Part 2 — Site Inspection Evaluation

Agsesement of Areas Contributing to a Storm Water Discharge

BY ON Were all areas of exposed materials evaluated?
BYON Is the SWPPP inventory of exposed materials current?
@Y aN 1s there evidence of pollutants ¢ntering the drainage system that may cause non-

compliance with the SWPPP? SW Analysts

oyanN Are there prohibited materials or unpermitted non storm water discharges?

Are there any instances of noncompliance with the SWPPP related to exposed

oY aN materials? .

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
Annual Comprehensive Stte Compliance Evaluation
Page ! of 5
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WZB Prof. #: 24113
Date: 08/09/10

Part 2 — Bite Inspection Evaluation

Assassméﬂt of Struotural Controls

Y ON ONA Wore all structural controls inspectad?

BY ON GONA Are structural controls used st the facility effective?

BY ON ONA Are they properly maintnined?

OY @ N ONA Are new or impravements required to structural control?

oYy ® N ONA Are there any instances of noncompliance with the SWPPP related to structural

controls?

Assessment of Non-Structural 'Coitruls

®Y 0N ONA Were all non-structural controls evaluated?

@Y o N ONA Are non-structural BMPs used at the Facility being implemented?

BY 0N ONA Are good housckeeping measures being implemented?

BY 0N ONA Are spill prevention measures being implemented?

\; 0 N ONA Are the non-structural controls effective? (It' NQ, indicated which )
0Y 8 N ONA ::: ;1(1);;; any instances of noncompliance with the SWPPP related to non-structural

Assessment of Downstréém Arcas

®Y ON ONA ‘Were all areas downstream of facility outfalls that are reasonably accessible inspected?
BY 0N GONA Are erosion and sediment controls for the facility protecting downstream watersheda?

Is there evidence of pollutants leaving the site that may cause non-compliance with the
DY BN dNA SWPPP? Only the SW analysis

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
Annunal Comprekensive Site Compliance Evaluation
Page 2 of §
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WzBProf. #:24113

Date: 08/09/10
Part 2 — Site Inspection Evaluation
Assessment of SWPPP Records
BY ON ONA g:lfm tltli: Irlexpxrli; r::ti.l;gcaﬁons from the previous Annual Comprehensive Site
@Y ON ONA Were the Qﬁarterly Inspections completed for the last year?
Y a N ONA Were the Quarterly Visual Monitoring events completed for the last year?
Y o N ONA ;Neg?e the required Benchmatk analytical monitoring events completed for the past
BY ON ONA Were the required numeric limitation monitoring ¢vents for the past year completed?
BY o N ONA Wete the required actions taken based the sampling results?
BY 0N ONA Ars all monitoring and inspection reports included with the SWPPP (at least 3 years)?
®Y ON ONA Is the Spill Log up to date, accurate, and complete?
RY 0N ONA Are training records complete and up to date?
BY ON ONA Is the non-storm water discharge inspection cotplete and accurate?
BY ON ONA Is the SWPPP Cortification signed by the appropriate commpany official?
XY 0 N ENA Is the SWPPP Team roster correct and up to date?
2Y o N ONA ?e‘c)l ::mgs show the Facility is non-compliant with the SWPPP or Permit

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evailvation
Page 3 of 5
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WZBProj #: 24113 __

Date: 08/09/10

Part 3 — SWPPP Revision
Y o N ONA Do any elements of the SWPPP required modification to improve effectiveness?
OY @ N ONA Ate there any additional elements (e.g., structural modifications or BMPs) that should
be added or modified for pollution prevention?
DY BN ONA Does the site map need to be updated?
oYy @8 N oNA Docs the inventory of exposed materials need to be updated?
OY 8 N ONA Does the description of good housckeeping measures need to be updated?
oY ® N oNA Does the description of structural controls need to be updated?
OY 8 N ONA Does the description of non-structural controls need to be updated?
2Y ON ONA Does any other element of the plan found to be inaccurate or need modification?
nt of SWEPP.  modi

Multiple changes to the SW system have been put
into effect. The analytical results remain elevated,

In order to better Identify the source of the problem,
samples will be collected up stream of the discharge

attempting to isolate the problem area, In addition,
the area under roof is being ncreased covering more

material that is under suspicion.

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plun
Annual Comprehenstve Site Compliance Evaluation
Page 4 of 5
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WZB Proj. #: 24113
Daze: 08/09/10

Part 4 — Compliance Evaluation Results

Incidents of Noncompliance

Incident . Necessary Action

Date To Complete*

. ID Source; Cover suspect
Elevated sw analysis results material

* All noncompliance must be remedied within 12 weeks uhless extension is graﬁted.

including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.”

“1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all atachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and cvaluate the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the syster, ot those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the inforrnation eubmitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete, I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,

Signed:
Prin N
Title
Date:
O This Annusl Comprehensive Site Evaluation has determined that this facility is in
compliance with the SWPPP,

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

Amual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluatton

Page 5 of 5
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AL WSS, CORPORATION

Corporate Headquarters

7 Alfred Circle

Bedford, Massachusetts 01730-2349
(781) 275-6400

Fax (781) 275-8612

September 20, 2010

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Water, Water Permits Division
Mail Code 4203M, ATTN: MSGP Reports
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Subject: Annual Report, NPDES Permit Tracking No: MARO5CY84
Dear Sir or Madam:

Enclosed is wTe Recycling, Inc.’s Year Two Annual Report as required by the Multi-Sector General
Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity from Scrap Recycling and Waste
Recycling Facilities.

In addition to the completed report form from Appendix | of the Permit, | have included the 2010
Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation forms completed by our consultant J. Claiborne

Thornton Ill, P.E. of W. Z. Baumgartner and Associates, and one Stormwater Benchmark Monitoring
Report produced after the June, 2010 stormwater sampling activity.

%A%%m

Charles N. Faulstich
wTe Corporation

attachments

@ RECYCLED PAPER



